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Field Control Effect of Iprodione and Thifluzamide against Peanut White Silk Disease
CHEN Zheng-zhou ( Guzhen County Agricultural Technology Promotion Center of Anhui Province, Guzhen, Anhui 233700)
Abstract

spraying plant roots and stems method to study control effect and safety of iprodione and thifluzamide against peanut white silk disease and

[ Objective | The aim was to explore effective prevention and control approach for peanut white silk disease. [ Method ] We took

effect on peanut yield. [ Result] The iprodione and thifluzamide was safe to peanut. When the dosage of 50% iprodione SC was 1 200—
3 000 mL/hm’, the plant control effect of iprodione against peanut white silk disease was 44.6%—68.7% , and the yield-increasing effect was
14.1%-66.5%. When the dosage of 24% thifluzamide SC was 750—1 050 mL/hm’, the plant control effect of thifluzamide against peanut
white silk disease was 66.1%—79.4% , and the yield-increasing effect was 64.9%—69.9%.[ Conclusion] If the dosage is suitable, iprodione

and thifluzamide can effectively control the damage of peanut white silk disease, increase yield obviously, so they are worth promoting.
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Table 2 Disease index and control effect of treatments at different stages after applying
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Note : Different capital letters and lowercase letters indicated significant differences at 0.01 and 0.05 level among treatments , respectively
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Table 3 The final bad fruit rate and plot yield of different treatments
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Treatment Total number Bad fruit Bad fruit Fruit weight Plot yield Increase yield Increasing yield
reatments of fruit// 4~ number // 4~ rate // % g kg kg rate // %

@ 165.8 14.2 8.56+0.461 8 bB 357.2 36.4+0.850 5 cC 4.5 14.1
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Note ; Different capital letters and lowercase letters indicated significant differences at 0.01 and 0.05 level among treatments , respectively
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